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STATE OF CALIFORNIA – THE RESOURCES AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

To:  State Clearinghouse, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, Interested Individuals 

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Bidwell-Sacramento River 
State Park: Habitat Restoration and Outdoor Recreation Facilities Development Project 

Lead Agency: California Department of Parks and Recreation 
Northern Service Center 
One Capitol Mall, Suite 500 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Contact: Gary Waldron 

Consultant: EDAW, Inc. 
2022 J Street 
Sacramento, CA 95811 
Contact: Curtis Alling, Vance Howard 

The California Department of Parks and Recreation (Department), as the Lead Agency, will prepare a project 
level Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Bidwell-Sacramento River State Park: Habitat Restoration and 
Outdoor Recreation Facilities Development Project (proposed project). We would like to know the views of 
interested persons, organizations, and agencies as to the scope and content of the information to be included and 
analyzed in the EIR. Agencies should comment on the elements of the environmental information that are relevant 
to their statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.  

The project description, location, and possible environmental effects (to the extent known) are contained in this 
Notice of Preparation (NOP).  

Written comments should be submitted at the earliest possible date, but no later than 5:00 pm on September 28, 
2007 to Denise Reichenberg, Sector Superintendent, California State Parks, at the address shown below. 
Responses should include the name of a contact person at your agency. 

Mrs. Denise Reichenberg 
Superintendent - Valley Sector 
California State Parks 
525 Esplanade 
Chico, California 95926 
(530) 895-4304 

A planning workshop and EIR scoping meeting has been scheduled to give the public an opportunity to comment 
on the scope, focus, and content of the proposed project. The meeting will be held at 6:00 pm on September 19, 
2007 at Bidwell Mansion SHP Visitor Center located at 525 The Esplanade, Chico CA 95926.  

PROJECT TITLE 

Bidwell-Sacramento River State Park: Habitat Restoration and Outdoor Recreation Facilities Development 
Project 
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PROJECT LOCATION 

The project site includes the Singh Unit and Nicolaus property. These two non-contiguous parcels are depicted on 
the USGS Ord Ferry, California USGS 7.5 minute topographic map, within the unsurveyed portions of Township 
22 North, Range 1 West (Exhibit 1, USGS 7.5-Minute Topographic Map). The project site, located along the east 
bank of the Sacramento River, is adjacent to Mud Creek just upstream of the confluences of Big Chico Creek and 
Mud Creek, and of Big Chico Creek and the Sacramento River. The Singh Unit is part of the Big Chico Creek 
Riparian Area subunit of the Bidwell-Sacramento River State Park (BSRSP). The Nicolaus property is located 
north of the Big Chico Creek Riparian Area subunit and immediately east of the Indian Fishery subunit of the 
BSRSP. 

Access to the Singh Unit and Nicolaus property is provided by River Road, which runs in a north-south alignment 
along properties located on the eastern bank of the Sacramento River. West Sacramento Avenue intersects with 
River Road, thereby linking the downtown Chico area to the Singh Unit, Nicolaus property, and BSRSP. In 
addition, Chico River Road is the other primary roadway that provides access to River Road from Chico. Refer to 
Exhibit 2, Project Site Access. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Nature Conservancy (TNC), in collaboration with the Department, is proposing to implement a habitat 
restoration and outdoor recreation facility development project on two parcels known as the Singh Unit and Nicolaus 
property (collectively, the Singh and Nicolaus Project, or project site) along the Sacramento River within and 
adjacent to BSRSP, west of the City of Chico in Butte County, California (Exhibit 3, Project Vicinity). The Singh 
Unit is owned by the Department and located within BSRSP. The Nicolaus property is currently owned by TNC, but 
would be transferred to the Department, as part of the proposed project, prior to implementation of habitat 
restoration activities or development of outdoor recreational facilities. It is located immediately adjacent to the 
Indian Fisheries subunit of BSRSP. Both the Singh Unit and Nicolaus property are currently in agricultural 
production (walnut and/or almond orchards). 

The first project objective is to restore natural topography and vegetation on the Singh Unit and Nicolaus 
property. This includes the removal of two human made berms on the Singh Unit; the removal of non-native 
vegetation, including eucalyptus on the Singh Unit adjacent to River Road.; and, restoration of the following 
natural communities on both parcels:  

► cottonwood mixed riparian forest,  
► valley oak savannah,  
► mixed riparian forest, 
► valley oak riparian forest, and 
► native grasslands.  

The Singh Unit and Nicolaus property present a unique opportunity for habitat restoration because they are located 
at the confluence of the Sacramento River, Big Chico Creek, and Mud Creek (Exhibit 4, Aerial Photo of the Project 
Site). The protection and restoration of habitat on these two parcels would aid in the recovery of special-status 
species, rehabilitate natural processes along the river, protect and restore riparian habitat, and improve water quality. 
The primary terrestrial and avian wildlife special-status species that would benefit from restoration of the project site 
include western yellow-billed cuckoo, Swainson’s hawk, least Bell’s vireo, and valley elderberry longhorn beetle 
(VELB). Several special-status fish species, including Chinook salmon, green sturgeon, and steelhead trout, would 
also benefit. The proposed project would add approximately 150 acres of restored riparian habitat to the existing 
2,887 acres of protected and restored habitat along the Sacramento River between river mile (RM) 199 and RM 193. 
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The second project objective includes the transfer of ownership of the Nicolaus property from TNC to the 
Department and development of outdoor recreation facilities on both the Nicolaus property and the Singh Unit. 
The property would become part of BSRSP prior to implementation of habitat restoration activities or outdoor 
recreation facilities development. The inclusion of the Nicolaus property within BSRSP, and restoration of the 
Nicolaus property and the Singh Unit, would present an opportunity to enhance and expand the Park’s 
recreational and public access opportunities through new and expanded trails, new day and overnight facilities, 
and visitor-service enhancement. It would also enable a more efficient location for the BSRSP headquarters 
facilities. Therefore, in conjunction with restoration activities, the proposed project would include creation and 
expansion of public outdoor recreation facilities. New trails would be created on both properties that would be 
aligned to connect with existing and proposed trails and facilities within the Park. New day-use and overnight 
camping facilities would be constructed on the Nicolaus property. The Park headquarters would be relocated to 
the existing farm buildings on the Nicolaus property, which are on higher, less frequently flooded ground 
compared to the current headquarters location. By expanding outdoor recreation facilities and restoring habitat at 
BSRSP, this project would increase public accessibility and opportunities to the middle reaches of the Sacramento 
River, while providing more habitat for riparian and river-dependent wildlife and plant species. 

Tiering From the BSRSP General Plan EIR 

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15152 allows the use of analysis of general matters contained in a general plan 
EIR with later EIRs on narrower projects. Tiering is appropriate when the sequence of analysis is from an EIR 
prepared for a general plan to a site-specific EIR, as is the case with the proposed project. Because the project 
would be implemented by the Department and would include the addition of the Nicolaus property to BSRSP, it is 
appropriate to use the tiering process for the environmental analysis from the BSRSP General Plan EIR to this  
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project-level EIR. The BSRSP General Plan EIR was prepared to serve as the programmatic environmental 
document to be referenced in implementing future actions included in the General Plan. The proposed project is 
consistent with the actions included in the General Plan. 

Issues to Be Addressed In the EIR 

The EIR for the proposed project will evaluate the potential adverse and beneficial environmental impacts of 
implementing the proposed project during both construction and operation of the facilities. The document will 
also evaluate the cumulative impacts of implementing the proposed project in conjunction with other related past, 
present, and probable future projects.  

Based on preliminary considerations of the elements of the proposed project and review of the BSRSP General 
Plan EIR, some of the issues will be addressed in detail in the EIR and some will reference analysis in the BSRSP 
General Plan EIR. Potential environmental effects that will likely be analyzed in detail in the EIR include:  

► Agriculture. The proposed project would involve the conversion of farmland designated as “Irrigated 
Farmland” to non-agricultural uses. 

► Biological Resources. Implementing the proposed project could result in the degradation of individual 
special-status species and/or habitats for special-status plant, wildlife, or fish species. 

► Cultural Resources. Implementing the proposed project could damage or destroy unidentified cultural or 
Paleontological resources during project construction or other associated ground-disturbing activities. 

► Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Implementing the proposed project could involve construction activities 
that could result in the temporary release of hazardous substances, such as oil, into soil or water, or exposure 
to hazardous materials that could be present at the project site. 

► Hydrology and Water Quality. Implementing the proposed project would involve changes in vegetation 
types and construction of outdoor recreation facilities within the floodplain of the Sacramento River. 

Potential environmental impacts that will likely be addressed by tiering from the BSRSP General Plan EIR, 
include: aesthetics, air quality, geology and soils, noise, transportation and traffic, and utilities and service 
systems. 

Environmental issues not anticipated to be analyzed in the EIR, include: land use and planning, mineral resources, 
population and housing, public services, and recreation. 

Intended Uses of the EIR 

The Department and the Parks and Recreation Commission will use the EIR to consider the environmental effects, 
mitigation measures, and alternatives, when reviewing the proposed project for approval. The EIR will serve as 
the State’s CEQA compliance document for implementation of the proposed project. 

By:   

Signature:   

Title:  

Date:   
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A RESPONSES TO SCOPING COMMENTS 

Numerous environmental issues were identified during the scoping process for the proposed Bidwell-Sacramento 
River State Park Habitat Restoration and Outdoor Recreation Facilities Development Project. The issues raised 
during the scoping period have been addressed by incorporating appropriate measures into the project description 
or have been addressed in the analysis of environmental effects in the Draft EIR. The table below provides a full 
list of the scoping comments provided on the project and a description of how each comment was addressed in 
this EIR. 

Scoping Comments and Responses 
 Scoping Comment How it has Been Addressed in the EIR 

1 The proposed grassland buffers in the habitat 
restoration plans, between restored areas and 
adjacent private agricultural lands, should be 
greater than 100 feet. The adjacent private land 
owners feel the buffer should be at least 300–500 
feet. 

The proposed grassland buffer, as discussed in Chapter 3, 
“Description of the Proposed Project,” and illustrated in 
Exhibits 3-7 and 3-8, would be approximately 100-feet wide 
and would be maintained by State Parks. The grassland 
buffers would be mowed at least biannually to prevent woody 
species establishment. 
The proposed habitat restoration plans do not include planting 
any threatened or endangered plant species. Therefore, a large 
grassland buffer is unnecessary to prevent encroachment of 
such species onto private property. Additionally a large 
grassland buffer is unnecessary to protect the restoration area 
from spray-drift from adjacent agricultural activities. 
Furthermore, open grass areas may provide habitat for pests 
such as California ground squirrel, California vole, and lygus 
bug (aka western tarnish bug) as opposed to closed canopy 
riparian habitats (e.g., riparian forests) (Colusa Pest and 
Regulatory Effects Study; EDAW 2007). Therefore, the 
proposed grassland buffers in the habitat restoration plans 
would remain approximately 100 feet wide. 

2 There is a slough that runs through the Singh 
Unit, which is currently silted in and backing up 
water onto the private property to the north. The 
berms on the Singh Unit were from past clearing 
of the slough, which no longer occurs. The 
private land owner to the north is concerned 
about riparian forest habitat in the slough area 
because of the potential to back up water onto 
their property. The neighboring private land 
owner would prefer to see an open grassland area 
in the slough to allow for the flow of water 
through the project site. 

The proposed habitat restoration plans, discussed in Chapter 3, 
“Description of the Proposed Project, illustrated in Exhibits 3-
7 and 3-8, and discussed in greater detail in Appendix C, were 
developed based on the Flood Neutral Hydraulic Analysis for 
the Nicolaus property and Singh Unit (Appendix B) as well as 
input from the private land owner. Due to the private land 
owner’s concerns regarding the slough on the Singh Unit, an 
additional Hydraulic Model run was completed in November 
2007. Based on the modeling results, the restoration plans for 
the Singh Unit were revised to provide a flow-through area. 
This final plan is reflected throughout this DEIR. 

3 The land owner of the parcel between the Singh 
Unit and Nicolaus property believes that removal 
of the berm near Mud Creek would be beneficial 
for drainage of the project site and their property. 

The proposed habitat restoration plans, discussed in Chapter 3, 
“Description of the Proposed Project, illustrated in Exhibits 3-
7 and 3-8, and discussed in greater detail in Appendix C, 
include removal of the berm near Mud Creek on the Singh 
Unit. 
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Scoping Comments and Responses 
 Scoping Comment How it has Been Addressed in the EIR 

4 Topography and groundwater need to be 
considered in the restoration plans and in the 
hydrologic analyses. 

The proposed habitat restoration plans, discussed in Chapter 3, 
“Description of the Proposed Project, illustrated in Exhibits 3-
7 and 3-8, and discussed in greater detail in Appendix C, were 
developed based on the Flood Neutral Hydraulic Analysis for 
the Nicolaus property and Singh Unit (Appendix B). The 
hydraulic analysis and the restoration plans took into account 
topography and groundwater, and appropriate vegetation for 
the soil and groundwater conditions have been chosen for the 
project. 

5 Will the project sites be fenced? The adjacent 
private land owners would like a fence to 
discourage trespassing and make the park 
boundary clear, but want to ensure that the fence 
is designed to not capture or back up debris 
during flood events. 

The project sites would not be fenced. However, the 
boundaries between the project site, which would be part of 
State Park’s BSRSP, and private property would be clearly 
posted, consistent with Guideline AO-1.1-2 and AO-4.4-1 of 
the Park Plan. Additionally, the proposed trails on the 
Nicolaus property and Singh Unit would be no closer than 100 
feet from private property boundaries. 

6 Neighboring private land owners are concerned 
about pests and invasive species negatively 
impacting their agricultural production (such as 
black walnut volunteers bringing walnut husk fly, 
squirrels and rodents, deer, mosquitoes, and 
beaver). 

An approximately 100-foot grassland buffer is planned at the 
northern and southern boundaries of the Nicolaus property as 
well as at the northern boundary of the Singh Unit, where the 
project site is directly adjacent to private agricultural land. The 
grassland buffer would be mowed at least biannually to 
discourage encroachment of brush and tree species. However, 
open grass areas may provide habitat for pests such as 
California ground squirrel, California vole, and lygus bug (aka 
western tarnish bug) as opposed to closed canopy riparian 
habitats (e.g., riparian forests) (Colusa Pest and Regulatory 
Effects Study; EDAW 2007). Therefore, the proposed 
grassland buffers in the habitat restoration plans would not be 
greater than approximately 100 feet wide. 

7 Neighboring private land owners are concerned 
about people trespassing on their properties from 
the project sites. 

The boundaries between the project site, which would be part 
of State Park’s BSRSP, and private property would be clearly 
posted, consistent with Guideline AO-1.1-2 and AO-4.4-1 of 
the Park Plan. Additionally, the proposed trails and 
recreational facilities on the Nicolaus property and Singh Unit 
would be no closer than 100 feet from private property 
boundaries. Furthermore, as part of BSRSP, the project site 
would be managed and maintained consistent with the Park 
Plan goals and guidelines, including coordinating with public 
and private landowners in the project vicinity to minimize land 
use conflicts (Park Plan Overall Goal AO-4). 

8 The hydrologic model used to analyze the 
proposed project should be peer reviewed to 
ensure accuracy. 

The Flood Neutral Hydraulic Analysis for the Nicolaus 
property and Singh Unit is included as Appendix B of this 
DEIR. Independent review of this analysis occurred during 
preparation of Section 4.3, “Hydrology, Water Quality, and 
River Geomorphology,” of this DEIR (by EDAW Inc.). In 
addition, the hydraulic analysis may be further reviewed 
during the mandatory DEIR public and agency review period.  

9 The EIR should provide a detailed project 
description, including all on/offsite project 
elements. 

Please see Chapter 3, “Description of the Proposed Project,” 
for the detailed project description. Additional information on 
the hydraulic modeling, the restoration plans, and the 
recreation facilities plans is also provided in Appendices B, C, 
and D of this DEIR. 
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Scoping Comments and Responses 
 Scoping Comment How it has Been Addressed in the EIR 

10 The EIR should describe surrounding land 
ownerships in the project area. 

Surrounding land ownership is discussed in Chapter 3, 
“Description of the Proposed Project,” and illustrated in 
Exhibit 3-6. 

11 The EIR should adequately analyze the potential 
impacts to wildlife due to the project, including 
the potential impacts of trails (e.g., habitat 
fragmentation) and increased human use and 
activities in the natural areas. 

Please see Section 4.4, “Biological Resources,” which 
analyzes the potential project effects on vegetation, wildlife, 
and fisheries. 

12 The EIR should identify cumulative projects and 
analyze the potential cumulative impacts of the 
project in combination with other projects 
planned upstream and downstream (i.e., place the 
project in the context of what is occurring in the 
region). 

Please see Chapter 5, “Cumulative Impacts,” which identifies 
cumulative projects and analyzes potential cumulative effects 
associated with the proposed project and cumulative projects. 

13 The EIR should include a description of the 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between 
State Parks, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and 
the California Department of Fish and Game, 
established in 2001. 

Please see Section 4.2.2, “Agricultural Resources, Regulatory 
Setting,” for a description of the Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) between State Parks, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, and the California Department of Fish and 
Game established in 2001. It applies to lands within the 
Sacramento River National Wildlife Refuge (SRNWR) 
(owned by USFWS), Sacramento River Wildlife Area 
(SRWA) (owned by DFG) and State Parks, and includes 
future property acquisitions. The MOU formally documents 
the agreement between these public land management 
agencies to manage, monitor, restore and enhance lands 
managed for fish, wildlife and plants along the Sacramento 
River in Tehama, Butte, Glenn, and Colusa counties. It also 
prevents duplicative land management and property 
acquisition efforts. 

14 The EIR should include a description of all of the 
key players related to habitat restoration and 
management. 

Please see Section 3.3.1, “Local and Regional Conservation 
Planning,” in Chapter 3, “Description of the Proposed 
Project.” 

15 Will the recreational and camping facilities be 
raised? How much ground disturbance/movement 
will be required? 

Please see “Public Access and Outdoor Recreation 
Specifications” in Chapter 3, “Description of the Proposed 
Project.” The proposed project would involve the removal of 
human made berms (Exhibit 3-7) on the Singh Unit and 
grading to match the natural topography after removal of the 
orchards on both the Singh Unit and the Nicolaus property. 
The recreation facilities would be placed on raised pads as 
necessary. 

16 Who will pay for the costs of implementing the 
project and for upkeep/law enforcement of the 
project sites? 

Please see “Law Enforcement” in Chapter 3, “Description of 
the Proposed Project.” Law enforcement services are provided 
concurrently by State Parks and local law enforcement 
agencies, namely Butte County Sheriff Department for the 
portion of BSRSP in Butte County. Park security is the 
primary responsibility of the Park Ranger serving the Park. 

17 Are there 24 hour patrols of the Bidwell-
Sacramento River State Park? 

There are not 24-hour patrols in BSRSP, but there is a 24-hour 
call-in line. 
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Scoping Comments and Responses 
 Scoping Comment How it has Been Addressed in the EIR 

18 There is concern about illegal use of park 
facilities. 

Please see “Law Enforcement” in Chapter 3, “Description of 
the Proposed Project.” Consistent with the Park Plan Goal 
AO-4.4, State Parks will work with private landowners in 
proximity to BSRSP to minimize conflicts associated with the 
mixed public and private land ownership in the area. 

19 Can State Parks rangers enforce the law on 
private property? 

Yes, State Parks rangers can and will enforce the law on 
private property as necessary. 

20 Will the campsites be pay campsites? Yes, the campsites would be pay campsites. Campers would 
check in/out with the ranger, and the ranger would monitor the 
campsites. 

21 Will there be proper fire protection and controls 
on the project sites? 

Yes, please see “Fire Protection” in Chapter 3, “Description of 
the Proposed Project.” 

22 How will the restrooms and dump station be 
designed to avoid leaking and contaminating 
adjacent properties, especially during flood 
events? 

Please see “Public Access and Outdoor Recreation 
Specifications” in Chapter 3, “Description of the Proposed 
Project.” The existing septic system/leachfield would be used 
to service the relocated Park headquarters, which is above 
normal flood stage. A new septic system/leachfield would be 
installed to service the combination restroom/shower building. 
Vault toilets and RV dump station could be sealed when 
necessary and would be pumped by a local contractor. 

23 Will the ground water wells on the properties be 
abandoned? 

The existing ground water wells on the Singh Unit and 
Nicolaus property would be utilized for irrigation of the 
habitat restoration (for three years) and used for the recreation 
facilities and relocated Park headquarter until they are no 
longer useable. At such time, they would be abandoned per 
State and Butte County regulations. 

24 Are there Williamson Act Contracts on the 
properties? If so, what is the process for 
cancellation? 

Yes, there is a Williamson Act Contract for the Nicolaus 
parcel. There is no contract for the Singh Unit. Please see 
Section 4.2, “Agricultural Resources,” of this DEIR for a 
discussion of the Williamson Act, the process for ending an 
existing contract, and an analysis of the project-related 
agricultural impacts. 

25 Has there been a survey of the property lines for 
the two project sites? 

No, a formal survey of the project site property lines has not 
been completed. 

26 There is an above ground fuel tank, not an 
underground fuel tank on the Nicolaus property. 
This needs to be addressed in the environmental 
document. 

Please see Section 4.1, “Issues Tiered from the General Plan 
EIR,” for a discussion of hazards and hazardous materials. 
Phase I Hazardous Materials Site Assessments were 
completed for both the Nicolaus property and the Singh Unit, 
which found that site conditions do not warrant further 
investigation. 

27 Concern that if cottonwoods are planted or grow 
on the project sites, they may encroach on Mud 
Creek and impede flow. 

The proposed restoration plans do not include any activities in 
or on the banks of Mud Creek. There are existing cottonwoods 
in the surrounding remnant forests, which would remain. It is 
the responsibility of the Department of Water Resources to 
maintain Mud Creek conveyance. 

28 The environmental document needs to address 
the potential increase in traffic and impacts to 
River Road due to the proposed project. 

Please see Section 4.1, “Issues Tiered from the General Plan 
EIR,” for a discussion of potential project impacts related to 
traffic and circulation. 

29 How would issues between State Parks and 
neighboring land owners be resolved? 

Consistent with Park Plan Goal AO-4.4, State Parks will work 
with private landowners in proximity to the Park to minimize 
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Scoping Comments and Responses 
 Scoping Comment How it has Been Addressed in the EIR 

conflicts associated with the mixed public and private land 
ownership pattern in the area. This includes following 
Guidelines AO-4.4-1 through 3 to delineate Park boundaries, 
review proposed facilities in the context of adjacent land uses, 
and implementing resource enhancement in a manner that 
takes into consideration adjacent land uses. 

30 Permits may be necessary from the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board. 

State Parks will coordinate with the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board regarding potential approvals/permits for the 
proposed project as necessary. 

31 Will there be additional opportunities to provide 
input/review of the project? 

Please see Section 1.6, “Public Review Process,” of this 
DEIR. This DEIR is being circulated for public review and 
comment for a period of 45 days and a public hearing is being 
held. 

32 The public requested to have thorough and easily 
accessible public notices about the project, 
environmental documents, and opportunities for 
public comment. It was recommended that 
notices be provided on the State Parks website, 
the TNC website, SRCAF, and in local 
publications in both Butte and Glenn counties. 

Notices regarding availability of the DEIR for public/agency 
review will be provided through the State Clearinghouse, the 
State Parks website, the Chico Enterprise Record (and other 
news papers as appropriate), and email notification to SRCAF. 
In addition, please see Section 1.6, “Public Review Process,” 
of this DEIR regarding availability of the DEIR for review and 
the public/agency review period. 

33 Who makes the final decision to approve or deny 
the project? 

Please see Section 1.5, “Agency Roles and Responsibilities,” 
of this DEIR. State Parks is the lead agency for the project. 
State Parks has the principal responsibility for approving and 
carrying out the project and for ensuring that the requirements 
of CEQA have been met. After the EIR public-review process 
is complete, the Director of State Parks is the party responsible 
for certifying that the EIR adequately evaluates the impacts of 
the project. The Director also has the authority to either 
approve or reject the project. 

34 The public requested to have hard copies of the 
Draft EIR available in addition to an online 
version and CDs. 

Please see Section 1.6, “Public Review Process,” of this DEIR 
for a list of locations where hard copies and online versions of 
the document are available for review. 

35 Request to coordinate project plans with the 
Sacramento River Reclamation District to 
address flood control issues. 

The Notice of Preparation of the DEIR for the proposed 
project was sent to Butte County, the Sacramento River 
Reclamation District, and the Central Valley Flood Protection 
Board (CVFPB). In addition, the Notice of Availability of the 
DEIR for public review is also being sent to Butte County, the 
Sacramento River Reclamation District, and the CVFBPB, 
providing the agencies the opportunity to comment on the 
DEIR. The proposed habitat restoration plans and outdoor 
recreation facilities are discussed in Chapter 3, “Description of 
the Proposed Project, illustrated in Exhibits 3-7 and 3-8, and 
discussed in greater detail in Appendices C and D. In addition, 
the Flood Neutral Hydraulic Analysis for the Nicolaus 
property and Singh Unit, which was prepared to inform the 
habitat restoration planning, is included in Appendix B and the 
results are discussed in Section 4.3 of this DEIR. 
 
State Parks will contact the Sacramento River Reclamation 
District and discuss the proposed project. However, State 
Parks will submit additional project information/ materials 
(e.g., permit applications), as necessary, to the CVFPB for the 
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Scoping Comments and Responses 
 Scoping Comment How it has Been Addressed in the EIR 

following reasons. 
 
CVFPB’s duties are mandated by the legislature in Water 
Code Sec. 8520 et. seq. In particular, Water Code Sections 
8533 and 8534, establish CVFPB's jurisdiction in regard to 
flood protection along the banks of the Sacramento River. As 
the state arm and trustee over floodways and the protection of 
the main river systems, the CVFPB has jurisdiction to receive 
and review and approve those plans which affect its territory.  
 
A Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) dated November 3, 
1999, between Butte County and the State Reclamation Board 
(now CVFPB) delegated regulatory authority for flood control 
in the proposed project area to Butte County. However, the 
MOA states that Butte County cannot delegate its regulatory 
responsibility to the Sacramento River Reclamation District 
without the approval of the CVFPB, which has not been 
granted (see MOA text, Section D and Section 15). 
Additionally, per Section 8 of the MOA, when Butte County 
learns of a proposed action that it may be without jurisdiction 
to regulate, the County will notify the CVFPB. In that event, 
CVFPB may exercise its jurisdiction under Water Code 8710 
to require an application for an encroachment permit.  
 
State Parks, as a state agency, is not subject to local or county 
policies or regulations. As described above, the MOA 
recognizes this situation (i.e. the County does not have 
jurisdiction over a state agency), and therefore, the County can 
request that the CVFPB assume jurisdiction.  
 

 




